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W H Y  W E  A R E  H E R E

The bottom line

This review will decide future access to Australia’s offshore waters.

1 It is about zoning

• Not about creating new 

parks

• Re-drawing protection 

levels inside parks that 

already exist

• Highly protected zones 

exclude recreational fishing

2 The window is now

• Consultation open 31 July –

30 Sept 2026

• Draft plans 2026–27

• New zoning in force before 

30 June 2028

3 Evidence decides it

• Review weighs ecological 

AND socio-economic 
evidence

• Conservation campaigns are 

well resourced

• Our economic case must be 

quantified

AFTA supports marine conservation. We are asking for balanced, evidence-based decisions that protect the environment and continued access.
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T H E  P O L I C Y

What “30 by 30” actually requires

44
Commonwealth marine parks

under review

30%
of ocean to be highly

protected by 2030

~24%
highly protected today

(no-take)

523,980 km²

minimum additional

no-take area required

An area more than twice the size of Victoria — added to the 2.2 million km² already highly protected.

Australia already exceeds 30% total coverage

• About 52% of our waters sit inside marine protected areas

• The target is not more area — it is a higher level of protection

The shift is to IUCN Ia / II zoning

• “Highly protected” means no extractive use

• Recreational fishing is not permitted in these zones
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H O W  I T  H A P P E N S

The change is inside the lines already drawn

What is NOT primarily on the table

• Wholesale creation of brand-new marine parks

• Changes to state waters inside 3 nautical miles

• Immediate changes — plans run to 30 June 2028

What IS on the table

• Re-zoning within existing park boundaries

• Conversion of multiple-use zones to no-take

• Targeted outer boundary expansions

I N S E R T  M A P

National overview — all networks and current zoning
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P R O C E S S  A N D  T I M I N G

Where the review stands

Sept 2025 Independent evaluation commissioned (ORIMA Research)

31 July 2026 Evaluation reports published. First public consultation OPENS

30 Sept 2026 Consultation closes — AFTA submission lodged

2026–27 Draft management plans and draft zoning released. Second consultation

2027–28 Plans finalised, approved by Minister, tabled in Parliament

30 June 2028 Current plans expire — new zoning in force

The most influential phase is the next 12–18 months. After draft zoning is published, positions harden.
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S C O P E

The 44 parks under review

Network / Park Parks Area Coast

Coral Sea Marine Park 1 989,842 km² Offshore QLD

Temperate East Network 8 383,339 km² NSW – Lord Howe – Norfolk

North Network 8 157,480 km² NT and Gulf / Cape York

North-west Network 13 335,341 km² WA north

South-west Network 14 508,371 km² SA and south-west WA

Network / Park Parks Area Coast

South-east Network is NOT in this review

• Its second plan already commenced 13 February 2025

• 14 parks, 701,927 km² — with expanded protections

But it is the template

• South-east shows what re-zoning looks like in practice

• Treat it as the precedent for the other four networks
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R E G I O N  1  O F  5

Coral Sea Marine Park

1
parks

989,842 km²
total area

Offshore

Queensland

Recreational fishing exposure

• Australia’s single largest marine park — bigger than all four networks 

under review combined

• Blue-water game fishing, extended charter and mothership operations

• Remote reefs, cays and seamounts reached by trailer boat and 

liveaboard

W A T C H

Already carries very large no-take areas. Further conversion here 

delivers a big share of the 523,980 km² target in one decision — with 

charter and game fishing the sectors most exposed.

I N S E R T  M A P

Coral Sea Marine Park — current zoning
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R E G I O N  2  O F  5

Temperate East Network

8
parks

383,339 km²
total area

NSW to

Norfolk Is.

Recreational fishing exposure

• Highest recreational fishing participation of any network under review

• Parks: Central Eastern, Cod Grounds, Gifford, Hunter, Jervis, Lord Howe, 

Norfolk, Solitary Islands

• Adjacent to the eastern seaboard population and its tackle and 

boating trade

W A T C H

Separate proclamation processes are already underway for Lord Howe, 

Norfolk and Gifford. Hunter and Central Eastern sit directly off major 

NSW trailer-boat ports.

I N S E R T  M A P

Temperate East Network — parks and zoning
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R E G I O N  3  O F  5

North Network

8
parks

157,480 km²
total area

NT, Gulf,

Cape York

Recreational fishing exposure

• Smallest network by area but high fishing-tourism dependency per 

capita

• Shallow tropical shelf — much of it within trailer-boat and small-

charter range

• Remote communities where fishing tourism is a primary economic 

driver

W A T C H

Shallow, accessible waters mean any no-take conversion lands directly 

on grounds people actually fish, rather than deep water nobody visits. 

Highest ratio of impact to area.

I N S E R T  M A P

North Network — parks and zoning
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R E G I O N  4  O F  5

North-West Network

13
parks

335,341 km²
total area

Northern WA

Recreational fishing exposure

• Ningaloo, the Kimberley and Pilbara — nationally significant fishing 

destinations

• Long-range trailer boat, charter and expedition operations

• Drive tourism from Perth supports a corridor of coastal towns

W A T C H

Coral reef and shoal habitat is the priority target for high-protection 

zoning — and it is exactly the habitat recreational and charter fishing 

depends on.

I N S E R T  M A P

North-west Network — parks and zoning
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R E G I O N  5  O F  5

South-West Network

14
parks

508,371 km²
total area

SA and

south-west WA

Recreational fishing exposure

• Nine parks off south-west WA, five off South Australia

• Great Australian Bight, Geographe, Bremer and the Recherche 

Archipelago

• Demersal and pelagic fisheries central to WA and SA recreational 

participation

W A T C H

Largest network by park count in the review. Existing WA demersal 

restrictions already constrain access — further Commonwealth no-take 

zoning compounds a cumulative burden.

I N S E R T  M A P

South-west Network — parks and zoning
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T H E  P R E C E D E N T

What re-zoning looks like in practice

The South-east Network is not part of this review — its new plan commenced 13 February 2025. It is the clearest available guide to 
what the other four networks now face.

1 What happened

• Second management plan 

replaced the 2018 plan

• Zoning reworked across the 
network

• Protection levels increased

• Macquarie Island park 

expanded significantly in 

2023

2 How it happened

• Consultation ran, 

submissions were received

• Draft zoning published, then 
finalised

• Positions hardened once 

drafts were public

• Influence sat in the pre-draft 

phase

3 The lesson for us

• Act before draft zoning is 

published

• Bring quantified socio-
economic evidence

• Name the specific grounds 

that matter

• General opposition changes 

nothing
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F O U R  C O N C E R N S

What this means for the
recreational fishing industry

Access  ·  Economic impact  ·  Displacement and safety  ·  Evidence and process



C O N C E R N  1   ·   A C C E S S

Loss of access to proven grounds

Fish are not evenly distributed

• Reefs, shoals, canyons, seamounts and FADs hold the fish

• These same features are the priority targets for high-

protection zoning

You cannot simply fish elsewhere

• The next-best ground may be further, deeper or weather-

dependent

• Displaced effort concentrates pressure on fewer remaining 

sites

Access loss is permanent in practice

• Zoning set now runs to the next decadal review

• Reversal has no precedent in the Australian system

Participation falls with access

• Fishing is a major health and wellbeing activity

• Lost access reduces participation, and participation drives the 

whole sector
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C O N C E R N  2   ·   E C O N O M I C  I M P A C T

Economic impact runs well beyond the boat ramp

I N S E R T  M A P

Optional: regional economic contribution or

participation map

The supply chain

Retail Tackle, boats, electronics, safety gear, apparel

Services Outboard servicing, marine trades, slipways, storage

Charter Operators, crew, bookings, accommodation packages

Towns Fuel, ice, bait, cafes, pubs, caravan parks, motels

Manufacture Australian brands, wholesalers, importers, distributors

Regional towns carry the impact first — they have the fewest economic alternatives.
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C O N C E R N  3   ·   D I S P L A C E M E N T  A N D  S A F E T Y

Pushing boats further offshore carries real risk

This consequence is rarely modelled in marine park assessments — and it is the one that puts people in the water.

Longer steaming

More time at sea to reach accessible ground, 
less time fishing

Marginal weather

Pressure to run in conditions that would 
otherwise cancel a trip

Beyond vessel range

Small craft operating past their safe or 
surveyed limits

Crowding

Concentrated effort on fewer sites — conflict 
and higher local pressure

Cost

Fuel, insurance and compliance rise; trips stop 
being commercially viable

Charter viability

Operators tied to specific marks cannot 
relocate a business model
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C O N C E R N  4   ·   E V I D E N C E  A N D  P R O C E S S

The socio-economic side of the ledger is thin

1 Asymmetry of evidence

• Ecological data is well funded, mapped and peer 

reviewed

• Recreational fishing’s economic contribution has never 

been quantified to the same standard

• What cannot be counted is easy to discount

2 Asymmetry of campaign

• Well-resourced national conservation campaigns

• Petition-scale public submissions

• Volume of submissions is not the same as evidence of 

impact

3 What we are asking for

• Formal socio-economic impact assessment before 

zoning is finalised

• Equal weighting of all stakeholder input

• Decisions driven by evidence, not campaign volume

4 What AFTA is doing about it

• Structured surveys of retail outlets and charter 

operators

• Quantified revenue, employment and regional 

dependency data

• Named grounds and measured impact, not assertion
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O U R  P O S I T I O N

Where AFTA stands

AFTA SUPPORTS

• Science-based marine conservation

• Protection of genuinely high-value ecological areas

• Sustainable fisheries management

• Targeted, habitat-specific protection

• Strong compliance and enforcement of existing rules

AFTA DOES NOT SUPPORT

• Blanket expansion of no-take zones without evidence

• Decisions that overlook socio-economic impact

• Reduced access where fishing is demonstrably 
sustainable

• Area targets pursued ahead of ecological merit

• Process driven by campaign volume rather than 
evidence
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T H E  A S K

What AFTA is seeking from Government

1
Balanced policy settings

Marine parks that deliver environmental protection, community access and economic sustainability together.

2
A robust socio-economic assessment

Formal assessment of access, employment and regional impact built into the review before zoning is finalised.

3
Targeted, not blanket, protection

High protection applied to specific habitats on ecological merit — not broad-area closures to reach a number.

4
Retention of access where impact is low

Where recreational fishing is demonstrably sustainable, access should continue.
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T H E  B O T T O M  L I N E

Australia can meet its 30x30 commitments 

without unnecessarily restricting recreational 

fishing.

A well-designed marine park system protects biodiversity while maintaining sustainable public access. The 
decisions are not yet final — this is the advocacy window.

The Hon. Bob Baldwin

Chair, Australian Fishing Trade Association

Consultation closes 30 September 2026

australianmarineparks.gov.au

Col Tannahill

Patron,  Australian Fishing Trade Association
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